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1. The Enviromntal PrathHibn mncy (EPA) requws the finding that "no 
rcVicth" f $  RCMSS&r*y ta ensum adequate proteo;ion o f  human health and 
the envtronment, be supparted by the brsellne risk etswspoent or other 
inforatattan in the addntstrative record ftle (EPA, 1989, fiuidance on 
Preparlng Sup&nd Decisfon Oocuuents . Altholtgh waders are directed 
dlscusrlon, the nature of  the data supporting the declslon should be 
wlafd#d, It 1s recocpetended $h% a statenant be included In the 
Sntroduc#Jon 5 c t t - I ~  to indicrts whether the pi-ferred alternative I s  
mwfi b&W on wrlffcaticm of previous cleanup actions, and/or natural 
degrrdrrtlan pratesrres t h q h  samplfng, or bascd on analysis of 

2. kscrlptlons of rlsks for some of the sitB$, srch as Individual 
Hazardous Substance Site 18s and IHSS 115, aw not supported by 
quantttatlve results and rotations, N u w  rical rcrprarontatians of 
slte rfsks, i f  available, d be 9Udlnaritd and explained i n  the text 
in urder t o  convince the publtc a f  the NFA dactsron. 
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t a  "Ha Further Aeth (NFA) Juttificrt 1 onn doctimot far detalled 
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! ' 
i 

- SPECXFIC CannMrS c 

1. Page (p.) 1, second ara raph ( aril.), second tentance, first galley: 
me statement that tRis I f lo  A~L)  a1temotiuc i s  preferred twtause 
potential rfsks t o  human health and the envtrorwnt h w  been reduced is 
vague. ' Please revlse the text t o  indicate that the current and 
potentla1 risks to  human health and ecalogtcal environment have bean 
reduced be1 ow appmrpri ate EPA standards, 

2. SITE MCKGW, p. 3 ,  m o o d  para., flrst bullet, first gallay: Su gest 
t h & t  a t e n t e m  ba added t o  tndicita when the solvrmt s p i l l  occurre! and 
nhen the d i a l  actiorr was taken. B&:auso the hlgh volatl l ization 
rata 4s presehted in 'SUw#A1?Y OF SITE RISKS" as a rationale Far NFA, It 
would be necessary t o  provide th4 time of  the ~vents.  

3. SUMMARY OF SITE CIISICS, 4, third para., first bullet, first galley: 
The statmnt is made tg at  because the spill eccurred In a paved area, 
the wind dispersion and inftltratlan trimsport pathways am either not 
seulicable, minimized, or el1arirtn;ited. Please be more specific about the  
p a t t ~ w 3  by Wieating whlch one 1s not applicable, nhich 1s mlnirafzed 
or eliminated, and where the supportfng evidence for such results fs 
recodd. 
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. 4, S W  OF SllE RISKS, p; 4; third p m , ,  t h j r i  bul'let, second gnlley: 
fhe statement "Amines could not be dfttectedj L) Source of cQntbain&fM 
15 present' i s  i n  conflict with the statoraent 'The concentration Qf 
mine$ in the stem csndmsrrta (0.236 WL) wa:; Suggest delethg 
tho last sentence. 

5. SUMMARY OF SITE RISKS, p. 4, third pm., f l f t l i  bullet, second galley: 
The text Indicates that nickel urbpny7 is high7 w'iat lh and readily 
decomposes i n  the prsssncl bf oxygan ftmitlg n e  x el oxide. The text 
d3scusM the #ffW of wfd dt ?sfon that d-sceainated nickel oxide 
particles. However, the passlbl T i t y  that nlckrrl tarbowl enters 
surrounding soil and #am nickel axid0 18 the $oil hrr not been 
discussed. The conclusion that there am no trrimpart pathways for 
nickel oxide needs to be supported &y 
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